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The aim of this study is twofold: (1) to determine
whether Nigeria is infact a neo-colonial state; and (2) to
show why and how current circumstances in Nigeria can lead
to true independence for that country. By true independence
is meant actual or real freedom as opposed to nominal free
dom. That is neo-colonialism means "the existence of consi
derable foreign direction over a nominally independent na
tion" governed by reactionary elements.
Although much has been written about neo-colonialism
in Africa the search that preceeded the commencement of this
study revealed no previous investigation aimed at: (1) deter
mining the status of Nigeria in terms of neo-colonialism, and
(2) establishing any relationship between neo-colonialism in
Nigeria and the possibility of true independence for the coun
try. The significance of the study therefore derives from the
fact that it represents an attempt to fill a research gap.
Neo-colonialism, the subject of this research, relates
to the theoretical framework of dependency. Dependency here
refers to the inability or unwillingness of most countries of
the Third World to free themselves completely from imperialists
domination and exploitation. Interest in this phenomenon has
generated an enormous body of literature. Although much of
^Harry Magdoff, Imperialism: From the Colonial Age to
the Present (New York: Monthly Review Press, 1978), p. 73.
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the literature has been consulted with profit in connection
with this study, the works of Harry Magdoff, Kwame Nkrumah,
and Rene Dumont have been particularly helpful. The speci
fic help gained from these authors will be indicated in the
course of discussing their books.
Harry Magdoff explains in his Imperialism: From the
Colonial Age to the Present that contemporary dependency
has its origin in Western capitalism's change of approach
to appropriating wealth. In the early days of capitalism,
according to the author, wealth appropriated from a domi
nated territory and transferred to the capitalist centers
consisted of that territory's surplus. The methods by
which this was accomplished included "the exaction of tri
bute," "plunder" and "direct robbery."1 The important
point about these methods, the author points out, is that
they "left the economic basis of conquered . . . territor
ies intact."2
It can be concluded on the basis of this observation
that in those days a dominated territory could overcome
subjugation. Military superiority was the primary instru
ment of domination; and military power stemmed from econo
mic strength. Therefore, so long as a subject nation's
economic basis was not disrupted there was a chance that
that nation could become strong enough to free itself from
oppression, or even to rise to a position of dominance.




shows were sown when the capitalist mode of creating wealth
shifted from "direct robbery" to manufacture. As "factory
production spread" and technology advanced, more goods than
home markets could buy were produced. "At this point the
securing of markets" for the surplus goods "became a major
concern."^
As a result, the international economic, political, and
military activity of ... captalist nations became in
creasingly involved in transforming foreign economies to
create a new supply of customers.3
Imperialism; From the Colonial Age to the Present is
a collection of essays "written at different times . . . for
special occasions." They are all written by Magdoff "under
three headings: "History," "Theory and the Third World," and
"Reply to Critics." Each section contributes to a clarifica
tion of the connection between dependency and capitalism as
a world wide economic system.
The specific and most important benefits derived from
Magdoff's book in connection with this research are: (1) the
definition of the term neo-colonialism, and (2) an enlight
ening explanation of the link between colonial structural
arrangements and dependency in the Third World.
Neo-colonialism, one of the most important terms in
this investigation, is used in the sense that Magdoff uses
it. He defines neo-colonialism as "the existence of consi




tion." Some of the questions discussed in this paper will be
raised with this definition in mind. This will apply espe
cially to chapter one which will seek to determine whether
Nigeria is a neo-colonial state or not.
Explaining dependency in terms of colonization, Mag-
doff states that:
. . . direct application of military and political force,
was essential to reshape the social and economic insti
tutions of many of the dependent countries to the needs
of the metropolitan centers. Once this reshaping had
been accomplished economic forces--the international
price, marketing, and financial systems were by them
selves sufficient to perpetuate and indeed intensify the
relationship of dominance and exploitation between mo
ther country and colony. In these circumstances, the
colony could be granted formal political independence
without changing anything essential, and without inter
fering too seriously with the interests which had ori
ginally led to the conquest of the colony.1
The above quotation is another valuable instruction
regarding the kind of questions for which answers should be
sought in attempting to establish the basis for accepting or
rejecting the supposition that Nigeria is a neo-colonial na
tion.
The aim of Kwame Nkrumah's Neo-Colonialism: The Last
Stage of Imperialism is "to examine neo-colonialism ... in
its African context and its relation to African unity," as
well as "in world perspective."^
As in the case of Magdoff, some of the ideas and in
formation gathered from Nkrumah will apply mainly to the
first chapter of this paper. His revealing definitions of
llbid., p. 139.
^Kwame Nkrumah, Neo-Colonialism: The Last Stage of Im
perialism (New York: International Publishers, 1965)7 P- xvii,
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neo-colonialism and his manifestations of neo-colonialism in
the Third World will be used as pegs for some of the arguments
to be advanced in chapter one. One of Nkrumah's definitions
of neo-colonialism is that:
The essence of neo-colonialism is that the state which
is subject to it is, in theory, independent and has all
the outward trappings of international sovereignty. In
reality its economic system and thus its political policy
is directed from outside.1
Is this definition applicable to Nigeria? If it is,
can it be shown how it is? These are the fundamental ques
tions to be answered in using Nkrumah's definitions of neo
colonialism. His manifestations of neo-colonialism will be
used to support arguments in favor of the assumption that
Nigeria is a neo-colonial country. One of these manifesta
tions is rulers' indifference to the needs of workers. He
takes the position that such indifference exists because
"the rulers of neo-colonial states derive their authority
to govern, not from the will of the people, but from the sup
port which they obtain from their colonial masters."2
Nkrumah argues that neo-colonialism was conceived as
a measure for remedying a potentially dangerous situation
that confronted the rich in capitalist western Europe after
World War II. Before the war, the "great gulf between the
few rich and the many poor" in the capitalist countries of
Europe had forced some alliance between colonial subjects





At the end of the war the majority of the people in the capi
talist states were unwilling to accept "a return to the mass
unemployment and . . . the low level of living of the pre-war
years."^ At the same time, the workers were strengthening
ties with the colonial subjects whose demand for independence
was assuming a discordant note.^
To resolve the threat a decision was made by the im
perialists to improve the living standard of their workers by
making more of the wealth transferred from the colonies avail
able to them. The colonies were at the same time promised
what turned out to be nominal independence in every case. Al
though unemployment remains a serious problem in the capital
ist countries, neo-colonialism has blunted the friction that
existed between the capitalists and workers; but this peace,
the author explains, can only be a temporary one as the old
conflict is bound to be renewed when the rest of the world
unites against exploitation.
It is Nkrumah's opinion that neo-colonialism represents
an act of aggression because it has divided the world into
"the rich and poor" creating a situation that can develop into
"an international class war."3 The author goes on to explain
that neo-colonialism owes its success chiefly to the practice
of breaking up large territories into small non-viable states.
Referring to this practice in West Africa, he remarks that




"the constitution imposed on Nigeria at independence divided
the country into three regions . . . loosely joined on a Fed
eral basis but with sufficient powers left to the regions to
cripple overall economic planning."1 "Ghana escaped a simi
lar fate by the resistance put up by the Convention Peoples
Party."2 Nkrumah sees unity as the most effective weapon
against imperialism.
He uses long lists of bankers, miners, manufacturers
and elaborate charts to show how Western Europe and North
America have descended upon Africa, plundering its wealth
and interfering with growth and development in that region of
the world.
Even before reading Nkrumah's book a decision had been
made to try to assess the importance of foreign business in
Nigeria as a factor in that country's dependency. The impli
cations of constitutional changes before independence were al
so to be examined. Nkrumah1s explanation of these issues
therefore is a valuable and welcome instruction.
False Start in Africa by Professor Rene Dumont deals
with African backwardness and dependency. The book discusses
the causes of these conditions and offers remedies. It blames
African under-development on imperialism and on the Africans
themselves. Dumont's courage and frankness in calling for the




in pointing out African errors and misconduct which contribute
to the continent's dependency and backwardness, persuades one
that this book is a product of genuine concern. However, some
of his arguments are contradictory.
The foundation of today's conditions in Africa, the au
thor points out, was laid long ago by Europeans through vio
lence, slavery, and colonization.^- These conditions, he ex
plains, are now maintained through institutions established
in the colonial period. Africans must restructure these in
stitutions to serve their needs if they wish to overcome the
existing problems. He contends that the existing education
al system, for instance, "obstructs progress" because along
with many other negative effects, it promotes "... anti
pathy towards manual labour . . . ." He stresses the need
to reform the system in such a way as to include the pea
sants because "as long as peasants remain uneducated, they
often present the most frightening inertia to all forms of
progress."^
Professor Dumont's assertion that much of Africa's
problem can be resolved "in twenty years" is believable be
cause with all its resources all that the continent needs in
order to accomplish such a feat are leaders with vision and
the courage to reject domination and exploitation.3 Dumont's
1Rene Dumont, False Start in Africa (New York: Fred




suggestion that the imperialist sector of the world could co
operate with any serious attempt by Africa to free itself from
dependency is unrealistic because history does not support
this view. The suggestion also contradicts the author's ob
servation that it is the intention of Europe "to prevent the
emergence of real poles of development which can animate the
entire economy of the African continent."2
This contradiction, however, does not detract from Du-
mont's observation that a nation cannot be built through "cor
ruption" and by clinging to useless traditional practices and
"... achaic systems of production;" nor by depending on
foreigners while disregarding the native peasantry which can
serve as "the most effective lever for . . . progress . . . ."3
For this research, the benefit resulting from consult
ing False Start in Africa consists primarily of a widening
of view regarding the areas to be considered in attempting to
identify indicators of neo-colonialism.
The main part of this investigation will be made up of
three sections, each constituting a chapter. The first chap
ter will attempt to establish the status of Nigeria in terms
of neo-colonialism. The second chapter is to concentrate on
answering the question, why and how can neo-colonialism in
^Kwame Nkrumah, Neo-Colonialism: The Last Stage of Im
perialism (New York: International Publishers, 1965)7 PP-
xix-xx.
2Rene Dumont, False Start in Africa (New York: Frederick
A. Praeger Publishers, 1969) p. 276.
3Ibid., pp. 86,31,59.
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Nigeria lead to true independence for the country? Conclusions
reached will constitute the third chapter.
Books, periodicals, newspapers, personal interviews,
and direct observation are the sources of data collected for
use in this work. The methodology used in attempting to re
solve the problem consists of dialectical reasoning. That is,
logical argumentation involving history and some of the ideas
of Karl Marx and Friederich Engels.1
iBertell Oilman, "Marxism and Political Science: Pro
legomenon to a Debate on Marx's Method," Politics and Society
(Summer, 1973), p. 495.
CHAPTER I
NIGERIA, A NEO-COLONIAL STATE
The statement of the problem investigated asserts
that: The current neo-colonial status of Nigeria is a stage
in its progress towards true independence. On examination,
it can be seen that this statement is made up of two parts
namely: (1) Nigeria is a neo-colonial state; (2) Neo-colon-
ialism in Nigeria is a stage in Nigeria's progress towards
true independence.
This chapter is devoted to the portion of the problem
averring that Nigeria is a neo-colonial state. What are the
characteristics of a neo-colonial country? Does Nigeria
possess these characteristics? These are some of the ques
tions to be answered in this chapter. The major points to
be covered include the following: Disparity in western ed
ucation between Northern and Southern Nigeria, constitution
al changes in Nigeria before independence, tribalism in
Nigeria, the nature of the formal relationship between in
dependent Nigeria and Britain, Nigeria's foreign trade, and
foreign business in Nigeria. These points will not neces
sarily be dealt with in the order in which they are listed
here. Other issues of importance and relevance to this
portion of the paper will also be examined.
Since Britain dismantled its colonial administration
11
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in Nigeria October 1, 1960, "Nigeria" has "come to be re
garded throughout Africa as a classic case of neo-colonial-
ism . . . .nl The reasons for this attitude are to be
found in some of the developments in Nigeria before and af
ter the country's attainment of political independence.
One of the first British moves in a conscious effort
to prepare Nigeria for eventual independence was the intro
duction of a new constitution--The Richards Constitution of
1945, a constitution named in honor of its proponent, Sir
2
Arthur Richards who was then the Governor of Nigeria. The
Richards Constitution divided Nigeria into three regions
(north, east, and west) each with its own House of Assembly
"to channel demands to" the central legislature in Lagos
presided over by the governor. While this constitution
satisfied northerners' "... agitation for a separate and
independent development of the Northern Region," the cen
trally minded easterners and westerners regarded it as an
attempt to sabotage national unity through "a stratagem of
divide and rule" and mounted a vigorous campaign against
it. This pressure notwithstanding, the Richards Constitu
tion was replaced with the MacPherson Constitution of 1951
tary on
Marcuse
■'■Jack Woddis, New Theories of Revolution: A Commen-
the Views of Franz Fanon, Regis Debray and Herbert
(New York: International Publishers, 1977), p. lib.
2John M. Ostheimer, Nigerian Politics (London: Har
per and Row Publishers, 1973), p. 23.
3lbid.
^James S. Coleman, Nigeria: Background to Nationalism
(California: University of California Press, 1965), pp. 274,
275.
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which "transformed the regions . . . into complete political
and governmental systems . . . ."^
The last constitutional changes preceding the grant
ing of independence were those of 1954 and 1957. Each
strengthened the principle of regionalism introduced by the
Richards Constitution. (Tables I, II, and III give synopses
of the main changes effected by the constitutional enactments
of 1951-1957.)
As stated by British officials, the objective of re-
gionalization "was to 'promote the unity of Nigeria1 . . . . "2
The merit of this argument derives from the fact that in the
1950s the educational disparity between the north and the
south was such that northerners were simply not in a position
to compete with southerners. Under the circumstance a unitary
system of government would certainly have brought frustration
to northerners; thus perhaps threatening national cooperation.
Therefore, it does not seem far-fetched or illogical for
Britain to have reasoned that a system that permitted each
section of the country to manage its own affairs and to ad
vance at its own pace would be more conducive to national
unity.
However, the question must be asked, would constitu
tional measures designed to bridge the gap between the north
and the south not have assured the cooperation of norther
n-John M. Ostheimer, Nigerian Politics (London: Harper
and Row Publishers, 1973), p. 24.
2James S. Coleman, Nigeria: Background to Nationalism
(California: University of California Press, 1965), p. 323.
TABLE I
PRINCIPAL CHANGES IN THE CONSTITUTION OF NIGERIA
1951

















Devolution to regional govern
ments of legislative and
financial powers on speci
fied range of subjects
Unicameral; 148 members
(north and south each 50
per cent) elected by arid
responsible to regional
legislatures
18 members (6 ex officio; 4
nominated by each regional
house); all ministers equal;
initially no direct in
dividual ministerial re
sponsibility
All ministers equal; no pre
miers or prime minister
Governor of Nigeria; regional
lieutenant-governors
Unitary public service under
control of governor; cen
trally controlled judiciary
and marketing boards
Northern Cameroons an integral
part of Northern Region;
Southern Cameroons part of
Eastern region










SOURCE: Adapted from James S. Coleman, Nigeria: Back
ground to Nationalism (California: University of California
Press, 1965), p. 67.
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TABLE II
PRINCIPAL CHANGES IN THE CONSTITUTION OF NIGERIA
1954














Allocation of specified sub
jects to federal govern
ment; specified list of
concurrent subjects; re
sidual powers to regional
governments
Unicameral; 184 members
(north and south each 50
per cent) elected separate
ly from and not responsible
to regional houses
13 members (3 ex officio; 3







tion; governors of regions
Regional public services; re





Southern Cameroons a quasi-
federal territory





Subject Constitution of 1954
Self-government Full internal self-government
in 1956 for regions so re
questing; independence for
all Nigeria undecided
Future constitutional Review conference to be held
review before August, 1956
SOURCE: Adapted from James S. Coleman, Nigeria: Back
ground to Nationalism (California: University of California
Press, 1965), p. 67.
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TABLE III

















Essentially same as 1954
Bicameral in 1959; House of
Representative of 320 elect
ed directly; Senate of 52
members representing re
gions and Lagos, plus special
and ex officio members
11 members: prime minister
plus any 10 other members
drawn from either House or
Senate, recommended by him
and serving at his discre
tion





Same as 1954, but greater re
gional autonomy for South
ern Cameroons; Camerooians










Eastern and Western regions
ask for and secure inter
nal self-government in
1957; Northern Region de
fers to 1959; leaders pro
pose Nigerian independence
April 1960
Resumed conference to be held
to consider reports of spe
cial commissions on minori
ties and other matters
SOURCE: Adapted from James S. Coleman, Nigeria: Back
ground to Nationalism (California: University of California
Press, 1965), p. 67.
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ners within a unitary system of government? Kwame Nkrumah
argues that the imperialists have been able to impose colo
nialism and neo-colonialism on The Third World through a po
licy of divide and rule.^ Referring to Nigeria in this con
text, Nkrumah declares that "the constitution imposed on
Nigeria at independence ..." made the country "and example
of ... balkanization."^ it was precisely the fear of balk-
nization that prompted those Nigerians who preferred unitary
government to oppose the concept of regionalism.^ They be-
leived that regionalization could only serve British purposes
in Nigeria. The history of British imperialism justifies that
belief. But, in attempting to answer the above question,
it should be noted that the issues which necessitated the
constitutional changes that made Nigeria a confederation,
stemmed, not from a difference in constitutional preference
but from deep seated tribal differences and inequalities
among Nigerians.
It is impossible to say exactly how the north and the
country as a whole would have fared under a unitary govern
ment. But if the decision by British officials to make Ni
geria a loose federation was in fact motivated by genuine
^Kwame Nkrumah, Neo-Colonialism: The Last Stage of Im
perialism (New York: International Publishers, 1965)7 P- xiii.
2Ibid., p. 15.
3James S. Coleman, Nigeria: Background to Nationalism
(California: University of California Press, 1965), p. 319.
John M. Ostheimer, Nigerian Politics (London: Harper
and Row Publisher, 1973), p. 21.
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desire to ensure unity among Nigerians, they ought, it seems,
to have considered a centralized system of government when
it became apparent that regionalization was, contrary to ex
pectation, a source of disunity. One consequence of empha
sis on regional political integration was the regionaliza
tion of nationalism. This development provoked a national
crisis in 1953 when southern parliamentarians in the Federal
House of Representatives moved 'that this House accepts as
a primary political objective the attainment of self govern
ment for Nigeria in 1956' and the northern representatives
"moved the adoption of an amendment changing the words 'in
1956' to 'as soon as practicable."
The northern leaders were repeatedly charged with being
unrepresentative of their people; they were called 'im
perialist stooges' and they were criticised as having
'no minds of their own.' Leaders of the NCNC and the
Action Group then undertook to send delegations to the
northern cities to campaign for self-government in
1956 .... This led to a chain of events culminating
in four days of rioting in the Kano sabon gari which
resulted in 277 casualties, including 36 deaths (15
northerners and 21 southerners).2
As reflected by some of the statements in the above
quotation, many southern leaders believed that northern lead
ers were in alliance with British officials against Nigerian
independence. It should, however, be pointed out that those
most desirous of unitary government were educated western
and eastern Nigerians, most of whom, in a centralized sys
tem, would at Britain's departure assume positions of power
1James S. Coleman, Nigeria: Background to Nationalism




throughout the country. It was precisely this that norther
ners wanted to prevent; hence their opposition to a unitary
system of government.
What needs clarification is Britain's intention in
insisting upon regionalization. Continuation with the po
licy of regionalism after the events of 1953 had shown that
it bred friction and divisiveness casts doubt on the sin
cerity of Britain's declaration that her purpose was to lay
the foundation for national unity. There is no basis in the
history of the British presence in Nigeria for believing
that Britain could have been interested either in Nigerian
unity or in the plight of northern Nigerians. In fact, it
was the policy of the British colonial government in Nigeria
to encourage inter-tribal hostility and distrust. It was
also the policy of the British colonial administration to
keep northern Nigeria backward. The following quotation con
firms these conclusions:
. . . the most important single feature of British po
licy was the effort made to preserve the Muslim North
in its pristine Islamic purity by excluding Christian
missionaries and limiting Western education, by deny
ing northern leaders representation in the central
Nigerian Legislative Council during the period 1923-
1947, and by minimizing the contact between the north
ern peoples and the more sophisticated and nationally-
minded southerners temporarily resident in the north2
It seems logical to conclude, on the basis of the
above quotation, that regionalism was a reaffirmation of the




What did Britain have to gain from national disunity in Ni
geria?
Professor Coleman's comments on a speech made Decem
ber 29, 1920 by Sir Hugh Clifford reveals Britain's official
attitude towards the idea of nationhood for a united Nigeria.
The Professor observes that the
speech . . . expressed hostility . . . but also revealed
its basic attitude toward the concepts of self govern
ment, patriotism, nationality, and nation: (1) the idea
of Nigerian nation was inconceivable, and the government
was determined to oppose its development; (2) national
self-government was a concept applicable only to 'self-
contained and mutually independent Native States'; (3)
true patriotism and nationalism were sentiments that
must be directed to those 'natural' units; and (4) the
question of ultimate control of the superstructure bind
ing these separate states together in a modern political
unit was then outside the realm of permissible discus
sion. 1
British rejection of the idea of a united Nigeria in
1920 was prompted by the fear of possible loss of control
over the territory. It was for the same reason that Britain
opposed unitary government in Nigeria in the 1950s. The pro
blem that Britain had to resolve in the 1950s regarding Ni
gerian nationhood was "... how to give the centrally-mind
ed nationalists a larger role in the government without
relinquishing ultimate imperial authority."^ The answer was
to prevent the educated southerners from being in a position





the best way to accomplish this objective because it "was
believed to be a defense against a possible seizure of cen
tral power by an educated minority in Lagos."^ Thus, in
keeping Nigeria divided Britain hoped to retain her imperial
authority over the country.
Part of the agreement reached at the 1957 Constitu
tional conference was that Alhaji Abubakar Tafawa Balewa,
a northern leader "would fill" the office of the federal
prime minister.2 "On January 1, 1960," Alhaji Abubakar Ta
fawa Balewa "was knighted by Her Majesty Queen Elizabeth to
become Knight Commander of the Order of the British Empire."3
October 1, 1960, Nigeria became independent as a confedera
tion within the British Commonwealth. Sir Balewa assumed
office as the Federal Prime Minister. Dr. Nnamdi Azikiwe,
one of those dreaded educated southerners, became the Gover
nor General; and "... the British Queen remained the for
mal head of State . . . ."^
The Prime Minister and his Council of Ministers were
to exercise powers vested in the Governor General during co
lonial rule. These powers included "decisions dealing with
domestic problems . . . and with foreign relations . . . . "-*
2Ibid., p. 377.
3Charles Moritz (ed.), Current Biography for 1961
(New York: H. W. Wilson Company, 1961), p. 22.
John M. Ostheimer, Nigerian Politics (London: Harper
and Row Publishers, 1973), p. 42.
5lbid.
25
The Governor General's powers now consisted of "the rights"
(1) to be kept informed on public questions by sum
moning the Prime Minister; (2) to pardon criminals, (3)
to create federal offices and appoint the office holders.
In employing these powers the Governor General was to act
on the advice of the British government ... .1
The reaction of Nigerian "advocates of vigorous break
away from Western influence" to what took place in Nigeria
on the 1st of October, 1960, in the name of independence cele
bration, has been that the ceremony, in reality, marked their
country's attainment of neo-colonial status. The nature of
the independence granted Nigeria justifies this conclusion.
One of the definitions of neo-colonialism discussed
in the introductory chapter states that:
The essence of neo-colonialism is that the state which
is subject to it is, in theory, independent and has all
the outward trappings of international sovereignty. In
reality its economic system and thus its political policy
is directed from outside.3
Nigeria became independent as a member of the British
Commonwealth as well as a member of the British monetary zone,
operating within an administrative, socio-economic, and poli
tical structure designed by Britain; and under laws written
and interpreted by Britain. The Prime Minister of Nigeria
though a native of Nigeria was a British Lord while the British
Queen was also the Queen of Nigeria. The main difference be
tween old colonialism and the new one (neo-colonialism) is
2Ibid., p. 163.
3Kwame Nkrumah, Neo-Colonialism: The Last Stage of Im
perialism (New York: International Publishers, 1965), p. ix.
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that the former operates directly while the latter is indi
rect in its operation.
Considering the circumstance under which Nigeria gain
ed independence, it is obvious that Britain remained in a
position to exercise power in the country indirectly after
granting it independence. It is also obvious from all that
has been discussed, that the circumstance surrounding Ni
geria's independence arose partly from old colonial arrange
ments and partly from the maneuvers preceding the granting
of independence.
The methods by which neo-colonialism can be imposed
on a territory include "waging wars, formenting counter re
volution, and bribing."^ In the case of Nigeria neo-colo
nialism, as shown, was established through bribery and con
stitutional maneuvers.
The purpose of knighting a person has always been to
"recognize and reward achievement."J Since Balewa accom
plished nothing worthy of special recognition, it can be
argued that his knighthood was a reward for his past loyalty
to Britain and a bribe to ensure the continuation of this de
votion. Balewa revealed the depth of his pro-British Senti
ment in 1956 when he "extolled the value of the British con
nection and felt that the Commonwealth was the 'only effective
3-Ibid., p. 239.
2Harry Magdoff, Imperialism: From the Colonial Age to
the Present (New York: Monthly Review Press, 1965), p. 151.
3Marion F. Lansing, "Orders Of Knighthood" World Book
Encyclopedia (Chicago, 1969), XI, 273-8.
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League of Nation'.1 As the Prime Minister of Nigeria, Sir
Balewa was to stand with the imperialists against Patrice
Lumumba and also to disregard a request by the Organization
of African Unity that "all member states . . . break diplo
matic relations with Britain" in protest against British
indifference to Rhodesia's illegal declaration of indepen
dence . ^
The successful exclusion from power of those "educated
elements" of whom "colonial officials were fearful" also con-
3
tributed to the success of neo-colonialism in Nigeria.
It must, however, be pointed out that the importance attached
to the centralists as a factor that might have made a dif
ference in the quality of Nigerian independence is based on
the assumption that they were committed to establishing a
government based on progressive ideas, ideas concerned with
making Nigeria a truly independent state. But one cannot
say with any certainty that Nigeria would not have become a
neo-colonial state under the leadership of the educated south
ern nationalists. The only thing clear is that Nigeria is a
neo-colonial state. Although the adoption of a Republican
Constitution in 1963 abolished the position of the British
Queen as Nigeria's head of state, it did not end neo-colonialism.
1James S. Coleman, Nigeria: Background to Nationalism
(California: University of California Press, 1965), p. 374.
John M. Ostheimer, Nigerian Politics (London: Harper
and Row Publishers, 1973), pp. 167,180.
3James S. Coleman, Nigeria: Background to Nationalism
(California: University of California Press, 1965), p. 274.
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Perhaps, the only logical argument against the con
clusion that Nigeria is a neo-colonial country would be the
position that Nigeria did not at any time cease to be a co
lony since its occupation by Britain; and, therefore, could
not be new or neo-colonial. Such reasoning would disregard
the important fact that after October 1, I960, Britain was
no longer the only foreign power dominating Nigeria.
By 1961, the United States of America had been esta
blished firmly enough in Nigeria to be able to object to
Nigeria's proposal to sell columbite to the Soviet Union.
Nigeria was a recipient of American aid; and, for this rea
son, such a sale would be a violation of the American "Battle
Act of 1951" which "forbade" recipients of American aid from
selling "a strategic material" such as columbite 'to any na
tion or combination of nations threatening the security of
the United States, including the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics and all countries under its domination . . . .
Before relinquishing direct control of Nigeria, Bri
tain signed "treaties and agreements" with the United States
of America on behalf of Nigeria in connection with "consular
matters, aviation, mutual security, economic and technical
cooperation, extradition, property, taxation, and trade
marks . . . ."^ These "treaties and agreements were contin-
!john M. Ostheimer, Nigerian Politics (London: Harper
and Row Publishers, 1973), pp. 168-169.
2Ibid., p. 168.
■^Harold R. Zassenhaus, Overseas Business Reports (Wash
ington: U.S. Government Printing Office, 1979), p. 11.
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ued by Nigeria upon independence in I960."1 An "agreement on
investment guarantees was concluded in 1969 and renewed in
1975."2
Clearly, these arrangements were intended to ensure
that independent Nigeria would be tied to the capitalist
world for the purpose of continuing the domination and ex-
ploitation started under direct colonial occupation. As
has been shown, the danger of possible abrogation of these
"treaties and agreements" was removed by handing over power
to pro-capitalist Nigerians.
Nkrumah charges that monetary loans and financial aid
of all kinds have been used by the imperialists as a means
4
of fostering neo-colonialism in the Third World. Such fi
nancial assistance may be "offered in the educational, cul
tural and social domains."5 This kind of "aid" is always
"aimed at subverting the desirable patterns of indigenous
progress to the imperialist objectives of the financial mono
polists."^ These objectives are often also pursued through
"religious" activities.7 To what degree have these kinds of
2Ibid.
3Harry Magdoff, Imperialism; From the Colonial Age to
the Present (New York: Monthly Review Press, 1978), p. 73.
^Kwame Nkrumah, Neo-Colonialism: The Last Stage of Im





imperialist activities been evident in Nigeria? The answer
is, to a great degree.
In May 1960, that is, four months before Nigeria be
came independent, "U.S. scholarships for Nigerian undergrad
uates" were "established by 21 leading American universi
ties."1 In October 1961, Ohio University undertook the train
ing of Nigerian teachers.2 In January 1963, "Ohio University's
teacher education program" was introduced in Nigeria. In
December, 1963, Michigan State University received a grant of
$2,104,000 "for a two year continuance of development of Uni
versity of Nsukka" in Nigeria.4
"A Ford Foundation grant" helped "establish an Insti
tute of Administration at the University of Ife in Western
Nigeria."5 In 1964, "AID (Agency for International Develop
ment) funds partially supported" the University of Nigeria
"and supplied Michigan State University advisers."6 May
1965, the University of Ibadan received $36,000 from Carnegie
Corporation again.7 In November 1965, the "International De
velopment Association, Washington, D.C." extended $20,000,000
^Angess M. Tysse, International Education: The Ameri
can Experience a Bibliography (Metuchen, New Jersey: The








credit to Nigeria for developing educational projects."
May 1966, Ibadan University received $84,000 from Carnegie
o
Corporation again. "Ohio University . . . under an AID con
tract, in cooperation with the Ministry of Education for
Western Nigeria, worked out a business education program dur
ing 1958-1967 in Ibadan."3
In 1969, "a Carnegie Corporation grant" made "the es
tablishment of a Child Development Research Unit at Ahmadu
Bello University, Nigeria, possible" through a grant of
$177,740.^ In April 1970, it was announced that Ibadan was
going to become a "tropical agricultural center" and that
"Ford and Rockefeller Foundations, along with other contri
butors" would provide the funds for its operation.
The history of American financial aid to other nations
suggests that this seemingly generous act was part of a larger
scheme to penetrate and exploit Nigeria.° "To the United
States' leaders, as well as those of its allies, the main
danger confronting the capitalist world" after the second






66Kwame Nkrumah, Neo-Colonialism: The Last Stage of Im
perialism (New York: International Publishers, 1965), pp. 50,
80-81.
?Harry Magdoff, Imperialism: From the Colonial Age to
the Present (New York: Monthly Review Press, 1978), p. 74.
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dangered the security of imperialist "assets" in foreign
countries and threatened the entire capitalist world with
"limitations of trade and investment opportunities and access
to raw materials." It was in reaction to this imminent
danger that Chester Bowles, an American professor wrote:
By 1970, our present consumption will have doubled, our
own resources will have further diminished, and we will
be competing with other nations now in the process of
rapid industrial growth. If we should be denied access
to the raw materials of Asia, we would be seriously handi
capped, but we could still maintain our economic growth.
But if we were also cut off from the apparently limitless
mineral reservoir of Africa, we would face formidable
difficulties within a decade even though the resources _
of Canada and of South America remained available to us.
Nigeria's minerals include petroleum, tin, limestone,
columbite, coal, tantalite, kaolin, marble, salt, lead, gold,
monazite, lignite, wolfram, molybdenite and zircon.^ Some
of the country's other raw materials consist of cocoa, spices,
hides and skin, rubber, lumber, palm oil and kernel, ground
nut cotton. Obviously Nigeria contains a good portion of
Africa's "limitless" raw materials and must therefore have
been one of the areas that Professor Bowles felt America ought
to exploit.
As demonstrated earlier, Britain was, to a great extent,
2
A. Iskenderov, Africa: Politics, Economy and Ideology
(Moscow: Progress Publishers, 1973), p. I4~!
Harold R. Zassenhous, Overseas Business Reports (Wash
ington: U.S. Government Printing Office, 1979), p. 6.
4Ibid., pp. 4,6.
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compelled to end her colonial rule in Nigeria by educated
Nigerians. An anti-capitalist social revolution could only
occur in Nigeria as a result of the actions and leadership
of her educated citizens. Referring to educated Nigerians
and their importance to social developments in Nigeria, Pro
fessor Coleman observes that:
Had they been accepted completely and unconditionally
. . and . . . permitted to achieve a social and eco
nomic status that was both psychologically meaningful
and materially satisfying, the course and the pace of
Nigerian nationalism would most likely have been quite
different.!
It can be seen plainly that one seeking to control
Nigeria must first of all control her educated citizens.
Thus, with the benefit of the lesson of history, the United
States of America sought to pacify and dominate the educated
community in Nigeria including the institutions of learning
themselves. This then was the purpose of the liberal expen
diture of American funds on Nigerian universities, Nigerian
students, and on "faculty exchange" between Nigeria and the
United States (1961-1970).2
While the pacification of the academic community was
being conducted through American universities and other pri
vate and public American agencies, American religious organi
zations went to work on the general population of Nigeria.
Schools and hospitals built by American missionaries began to
•'■James S. Coleman, Nigeria: Background to Nationalism
(California: University of California Press, 1965), p 145
2Agness M. Tysse, International Education: The Ameri
can Experience a Bibliography (Metuchen, New Jersey: The
Scarecrow Press Inc., 1977), p. 578.
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spring up all over the country. The missionaries included
representatives of the following American religious denomi
nations: Catholics, Lutherans, Methodists, Baptists, Episco
palians, Seven Day Adventists, Penticostals, Presbyterians,
and others.
In 1965, American missionaries in Nigeria were deeply
involved with education and medical care in the country; and
were at the same time "wielding" considerable "influence" over
the public. Many Nigerians were now studying at home and
in the United States on scholarships provided by American re
ligious groups.
In 1974, the Southern Baptist Mission alone had in
Nigeria, 1 printing press, 3 pastor schools, 1 theological
seminary, 5 hospitals, 2 dental clinics, 3 colleges, 2 teacher
training centers, 1 children's home, 11 kindergartens, 449
elementary schools, 51 secondary schools, 457 churches, 1,181
mission points, and nearly 69,680 active members. Nigerian
Baptist converts by 1978 numbered 300,000; and their churches
for that year were 2.500.3 Baptist clinics "provided treat
ment to an estimated quarter-million persons."4 The Southern
Baptist Mission was now engaged in "radio and television evan-
^■Foreign Mission Board, West Africa (Richmond, Virginia:
Department of Communications, 1978), p. 7.
2Ibem, Mission Service Corps (Richmond, Virginia: De
partment of Communication, 1975), p. 1.
3Ibem, Into All the World (Richmond, Virginia: Depart
ment of Communications, 1979), p. 11.
4Ibid.
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gelism" and in "producing literacy materials . . . often used
by public agencies" in Nigeria.
The charge that "evangelism" "is perhaps one of the
most insidious methods of the neo-colonialists" stems partly
from the fact that the United States government subsidizes
American religious missions abroad. These subsidies are
provided through the AID under "the American Schools and Hos-
3
pitals Abroad program." This program "provides grants to
private U.S. non-profit organizations sponsoring American
schools and hospitals abroad." "The purpose," according to
AID, "is to demonstrate American ideas and practices . . . ."■>
As a result of the impact of the combined efforts of
American missionaries and other agencies of the U.S. includ
ing the Peace Corps which "at one time had one of its largest
operations in Nigeria," the United States of America was, by
1975 exerting considerable influence in Nigeria. American
firms in Nigeria grew from just a handful to fifty one.
llbem, West Africa (Richmond, Virginia: Department of
Communications" 1978), p. 9.
2Kwame Nkrumah, Neo-Colonialism: The Last Stage of Im
perialism (New York: International Publishers, 1965), P- 247.
^United States Government Manual 1978-79 (Washington:
Office of the Federal Register, 1978), p. 420.
4Ibid.
5Ibid.
6John Schultz, Nigeria In Pictures (New York: Sterling
Publishing Co., Inc., 1975), p. 35.
'See Appendix,.
36
The churches waxed even stronger as they spread to the more
remote areas of Nigeria building more schools and hospitals.
America was now more deeply involved in educating Nigerians
as more and more Nigerian youths graduated from American
primary and secondary schools in Nigeria and went on to uni
versities in America.
Meanwhile, American military sales to Nigeria rose
from $4 million (1966-1970) to $12 million (1971-1975).1
Grants and credits extended to Nigeria by the United States
Government from 1956 to 1975 totaled $360 million.2 "In
1977, U.S. exports" to Nigeria "totaled more than $947 mil
lion, a 24 percent increase over $536 million exported in
1975.' One significant development in Nigeria since the
country's attainment of nominal independence has been an in
creasing dependence on imported food." In 1978, Nigeria,
"imported $1.5 billion worth of food." "The U.S. share was
$300 million, including $92 million in wheat and $126 million
in rice . . . . "^ "Provisional estimates for 1977" indicated
"that Nigeria" maintained "a negative external agricultural
trade balance of close to $600 million, with total imports of
•'■U.S. Bureau of Census, Statistical Abstract of the
United States: 1976 (Washington: Government Printing Office
1976), p. 330.
2Ibid., p. 832.
Harold R. Zassenhaus, Overseas Business Reports
(Washington: U.S. Government Printing Office, 1979), p. 3.
^American Embassy Lagos, Foreign Economic Trends and
Their Implications for the U.S. (Washington: U.S. Government
Printing Office, 1979), p. 4.
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agricultural commodities reaching $1.2 billion."
Tables IV to X lend support to the position that Ni
geria is a victim of capitalist exploitation. Table IV shows
the $535.5 million and $957.2 million (U.S. exports for 1975
and 1977 respectively) already discussed. The table also
shows that from 1975 to 1977 the U.S. exported a total of
$750.2 million worth of rice, wheat, food and live animals
to Nigeria. This figure represents a substantial amount of
Nigeria's financial resources lost to the United States. It
is a loss because "Nigeria has the conditions necessary for
vigorous agricultural development of many crops" and animal
farming "for internal consumption as well as for export."
The jump in America's export of electric power machinery,
telecommunication apparatus and parts, machinery and trans
port equipment to Nigeria indicated in table IV reveals
Nigeria's growing dependence on American capital goods and
high technology.
The impressive figures in table V representing the
value of Nigeria's exports to the U.S. are misleading in so
far as actual gains are concerned. It can be seen quite
plainly that these figures reflect the value of crude petro
leum and petroleum products. For instance, out of the total
export of $6,096.2 million worth of materials in 1977,
$6,024.3 million was accounted for by crude petroleum and
petroleum products. Excluding these two items, it is easy to
1-Harold R. Zassenhaus, Overseas Business Reports
(Washington: U.S. Government Printing Office, 1979), p. 3
2Ibid., p. 7.
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see that Nigeria's total earning from her export to the U.S.
for that year was only $72 million. If American earnings
from refined oil exported to Nigeria were indicated, Nigeria's
balance of trade, based strictly on figures shown in tables
IV and V, would most probably be negative. "Nigeria is a net
importer of refined oil."1 In 1979, Nigeria was "expected
to export approximately 1 million metric tons and import 2.3
million metric tons."
Table VI indicates an attempt by Nigeria to reduce her
dependency by producing some of the goods that she had tradi
tionally imported from the capitalist world. But a study of
tables IV and VI quickly reveals that (1) Nigeria is as de
pendent on the capitalists now as before; and (2) Nigeria
may actually be losing more money to the capitalists as a
result of attempts at local production of goods. In the first
place, the locally manufactured goods serve only as supple
ments to imports. Although Nigeria is a producer of cement,
3
in 1975 alone the country imported 20 million tons of cement.
Beer which is no longer imported, is now produced lo
cally in partnership with Britain using British machines under
the direction of British experts. Nigeria now pays for im
ported machines, pays for imported expert advice, pays for
1Ibid., p. 6.
2Ibid.
3Lloyd Francke (ed.), The Hew York Times Index: A
Book of Record (New York: The New York Times Company, 1976)
p. 1771.
4
American Embassy Lagos, Foreign Economic Trends and
TABLE IV
UNITED STATES EXPORTS TO NIGERIA
(IN MILLIONS OF U.S. DOLLARS)
Description 1975 1976 1977
Total 535.5 768.9 957.2




Preparations of cereals ... 1.7
Corn 0.2


























































Description 1975 1976 1977
Paper and paperboard 8.7 8.3 7.4
Iron or steel plates
and sheets 4.9
Iron or steel tubes 69.4




equipment 245.1 462.2 560.0
Power generating equip
ment 8.4
Agricultural Machinery .... 26.7
Textile and leather
machinery 1-9
Machines for industries . . . 54.3
Elec. power machinery .... 10.6
Telecommunications appa
ratus and parts 20.9
Road motor vehicles 15 .7
Ships, boats 2.2








































Description 1975 1976 1977
Items not classified
by kind 7.8 5.7 6.5
SOURCE: Harold R. Zassenhaus, Overseas Business Re




UNITED STATES IMPORTS FROM NIGERIA
(IN MILLIONS OF U.S. DOLLARS)
Description 1975 1976 1977
Total 3,281.0 4,930 6,096.2
Fish and shell fish .... 0.5 0.3 0.6
Cocoa beans 21.6 58.8 57.6
Cocoa powder 2.2 2.7 2.2
Cocoa butter and paste ... 0.9 0.4 *
Spices 0.5 0.7 0.9
Hides and skins 1.8 1.6 3.4
Rubber 2.6 0.3 0.6
Wood, lumber 0.1 * *
Petroleum, crude 3,202.1 4,814.6 5,959.5
Petroleum products 44.0 46.8 64.8
Palm and palm kernel oil . . 1.4 * *
Ores and non-ferrous
base metals 0.5 0.8 1.2
SOURCE: Harold R. Zassenhaus, Overseas Business Re











Sugar confectionery . . 000 kg.
Cement 000 tons





Knitted fabrics .... 000 kg.
































































































Item Unit 1974 1975 1976
Suitcases No. 347,237 801,486 287,696
Lubricants kg. 34,844 37,663 N.A.
Pharmaceuticals .... mg. 3,416 5,888 12,182
Perfumes kg. 2,585 1,848 2,907
Cosmetics kg. 14,101 9,186 632
Tanned leather .... 000 kg. 3,092 2,851 3,084
Retreaded tires .... No. 17,509 N.A. N.A.
Roofing sheets .... Tons 71,223 66,979 28,376
SOURCE: Adapted from Harold R. Zassenhous, Overseas Business Reports




the design and building of factories, and pays for spare parts
and general maintenance of the factory. "Many of the bottling
plants hold U.S. franchises . . . ."
The main purpose of tables VII and VIII is to indicate
the origin of Nigeria's export crops; and also to reveal the
country's vulnerability to capitalist economic pressure.
Since much of Nigeria's revenue derives from crude petroleum
produced with the help of the capitalists who are also the
principal buyers of Nigeria's export crops; it would be quite
easy for the capitalists to intimidate Nigeria by simply
threatening to halt oil production while refusing to import
the country's export crops. Great Britain and the United
States are the principal neo-colonial powers in Nigeria. Ta
bles IX and X verify this assertion. The two tables show
that Nigeria's external trading activity is greatest with
Britain and the United States. They also reflect the extent
to which Nigeria is linked to the capitalist world through
old colonial patterns of trade.
It is well known that Nigeria produces "about 2 million
2
barrels" of crude petroleum "per day." Obviously, this ac
counts for a large sum of money each year; but what is not
widely known is the fact that Nigeria owns only 55 per cent
of her crude oil. Forty-five per cent belongs to the com
panies engaged in its production. These companies are Shell-
Their Implications for the United States (Washington: U.S.
Government Printing Office, 1979), p. 12.
2Harold R. Zassenhaus, Overseas Business Reports
47
BP, Gulf, Mobil, AGIP/Phillips, EFL, Texaco, Pan-Ocean, and
Ashland. Shell-BP belongs to Britain while ELF is French
owned and Mobil, Texaco and Ashland are American owned.
AGIP/Phillips is a joint venture between AGIP, a subsidiary
of Ente Nationale Idrocarburi of Italy and Phillips of Ameri
ca. Pan-Ocean is supposed to belong to South Korea; but its
connection with American oil men is suggestive of the link
which exists between a number of American ships and Liberia.
Nigeria exports over 90 per cent of her crude oil.
2
Forty per cent of this goes to the United States of America.
In April 1978, Nigeria "signed a share holders agreement with
Shell-BP, AGIP, and ELF for the ownership and operation of"
a liquefied natural gas. The venture involves the building
of a plant with "estimated output of 1.6 billion cubic feet
per day."J
The cost of the project will approximate $6 billion ex
clusive of receiving terminals, and will include a gas
gathering grid ($500 to $800 million), an LNG plant (to
be built in six stages at a total cost of $1.8 billion),
and 15 to 18 LNG tankers (at about $184 million each).
It is currently thought that most, if not all of the
liquefied gas will be exported to the United States.^
"U.S. business visitors" to Nigeria "are encouraged
to use the U.S. Foreign Service Posts in Nigeria and the
(Washington: U.S. Government Printing Office, 1979), p. 6.
Juvenal L. Angel, Directory of Foreign Firms Opera
ting in the United States (New York: World Trade Academy Press
IncV, 1978), pp. 236,583.
^Harold R. Zassenhaus, Overseas Business Reports




Nigerian Embassy and Consulates in the United States for
guidance on doing business in the Nigerian market.'
In 1979, contracts for the building of a thermal
power plant, aluminum smelter, and for "other projects" were
being "actively" pursued by "U.S. firms." The American
International Telephone and Telecommunication (ITT) has
been in Nigeria on contract to provide the country with a
modern telecommunication system. One of the many stations
of the corporation is located in Obio-Offot, a village four
miles from Uyo in the Cross River State. "U.S. investment
in Nigeria totaled $335 million in 1977 . . . ."3 "Other
foreign investments came mainly from the United Kingdom
($800 million), Belgium, France and West Germany ($200 mil
lion)."4
In January 1978, and in December 1978, Nigeria signed
for loans of $1 billion and $750 million respectively from
the Eurodollar market. At the time of signing for the second
loan it was "estimated that an additional $2 billion" would
"be sought by 1980."6 "Nigeria has received twelve World
Bank . . . loans totaling more than $262 million since 1971,"
l-Ibid. , p. 39.
^American Embassy Lagos, Foreign Economic Trends and
Their Implications for the United States (Washington: U.S.
Government Printing Office, 1979), p. 13.
-^Harold R. Zassenhaus, Overseas Business Reports





and more loans to the country from the World Bank were under
consideration in 1979.1
These loans and investment notwithstanding, Nigeria's
"external reserves . . . dropped to 1.6 billion as of Decem
ber 1978 . . . . "2 The Nigerian Federal deficit for 1978 was
expected to "amount to $3 billion."3 In 1979, much of the
"major construction work" was discontinued "as state and fed
eral governments" fell "behind in their payments to contrac
tors, and, in some cases, had run out of money completely . .
..4
• •
However, in whatever financial circumstance Nigeria
may find herself, she remains bound to meet her obligations
to her creditors. How much does Nigeria stand to lose as a
result of these obligations? The following observation by
Nkrumah regarding imperialist loans is perhaps the best an
swer to this question:
Another technique of neo-colonialism is the use of high
rates of interest. Figures from the World Bank for 1962
showed that seventy one Asian, African and Latin American
countries owed foreign debts of some $27,000 million, on
which they paid in interest and service charges some
$5,000 million ....
While capital worth $30,000 million was exported to
some fifty six developing countries between 1956 and 1962
it is estimated that interest and profit alone extracted
on this sum from the debtor countries amounted to more




^American Embassy Lagos, Foreign Economic Trends and
Their Implications for the United States (Washington: U.S
Government Printing Office, 1979), p. 4.
TABLE VII
GROWTH OF NIGERIAN EXPORT TRADE
















































































Crude petroleum 37.0 130.9 254.9
Cocoa 51.7 52.6 66.5
Groundnuts 38.0 35.8 21.7
Tin 13.7 13.9 16.6
Palm kernels 10.2 9.8 10.9
Rubber 6.3 9.6 8.8
Cotton 3.3 3.4 6.6
Timber 3.6 5.2 3.1
Palm oil 0.1 0.4 0.6
Total Exports 211.1 318.1 438.5
SOURCE: Colin Legum (ed.), African Contemporary




SOURCE OF NIGERIA'S IMPORTS
(MILLION NAIRA)
1967 1968 1969 1970 1971 1972
United Kingdom .... 129.1 119.8 172.6 232.0 344.2 292.0
Other Commonwealth . . 26.7 24.2 27.2 37.0 51.6 44.4
West Germany 46.5 42.2 52.8 98.6 131.4 134.8
Italy 21.5 27.6 27.0 36.0 40.8 41.6
France 18.8 14.4 16.0 25.2 44.0 58.4
Netherlands 18.7 15.6 23.2 26.8 37.2 45.2
Belgium/Luxemburg .. 5.8 6.6 6.4 16.2 18.2 19.0
Norway 9.1 4.2 2.8 5.0 6.6 5.2
Eastern Europe .... 16.0 16.2 17.4 28.6 33.6 21.0
U.S 55.7 44.6 58.4 109.6 151.4 103.2
China 12.5 7.4 11.0 14.0 20.2 17.4
Japan 37.5 14.4 18.8 47.4 91.0 98.2
SOURCE: Colin Legum (ed.), Africa Contemporary Record: Annual Survey and
Documents 1973-74 (New York: Africa Publishing Company, 1974), p. B748.
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TABLE X
DIRECTION OF NIGERIA'S EXPORTS
(MILLION NAIRA)
1967 1968 1969 1970 1971 1972
United Kingdom .... 104.6 123.8 173.6 249.6 280.6 299.8
Other Commonwealth . . 21.6 14.6 25.2 59.2 74.8 91.4
West Germany 51.1 35.8 38.6 59.2 70.6 65.0
Italy 28.2 26.2 29.0 38.8 56.6 64.6
France 44.8 23.0 63.6 74.6 190.4 208.2
Netherlands 61.6 54.0 84.8 149.0 176.0 194.0
Belgium /Luxemburg .. 6.3 11.8 10.0 6.8 6.2 7.2
Norway 1.0 2.0 4.8 9.4 15.8 6.8
Eastern Europe .... 11.1 18.8 21.2 24.8 36.8 21.1
U.S 37.0 32.0 77.8 100.8 225.6 298.4
China 1.9 0.4 - 0.8 0.4 3.2
Japan 12.3 7.4 6.6 6.8 17.4 55.0
SOURCE: Colin Legum (ed.), Africa Contemporary Record: Annual Survey and
Documents 1973-74 (New York: Africa Publishing Company, 1974), p. B748.
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Still another neo-colonial trap on the economic front
has become known as 'multilateral aid1 through interna
tional organizations . . . all . . . having U.S. capital
as their major backing. These agencies have the habit of
forcing would-be borrowers to submit to various offensive
conditions, such as supplying information about their
economies, submitting their policy and plans to review by
the World Bank and accepting supervision of their loans.
Lenin writes that "finance capital" is 'such a great,
such a decisive . . . force in all economic and in all inter
national relations, that it is capable of subjecting, and
actually does subject, to itself even states enjoying the ful
lest political independence.'2 An 1871 British loan of
#100,000 to Liberia "of which only#27,000 actually reached
the Liberian treasury ..." paved the way for the United
States of America to take possession of Liberia's rubber in
dustry and also to take "full control of Liberia's finances
during the first world war."3 Britain, France, Germany, Hol
land and the United States were the nations involved in the
financial deals that culminated in this appropriation.4 These
same nations are Nigeria's creditors and business partners
today.
Although it is impossible to predict what the ultimate
consequence of this association is going to be to Nigeria, it
is obvious that Nigeria is caught in the imperialist financial
^Kwame Nkrumah, Neo-Colonialism: The Last Stage of
Imperialism (New York: International Publishers, 1965), pp.r nal
241-242.
22A. Iskenderov, Africa: Politics, Economy and Ideology
(Moscow: Progress Publishers, 1973), p. 20.
3Kwame Nkrumah, Neo-Colonialism: The Last Stage of Im
perialism (New York: International Publishers, 19b5), pp. 80-81.
p. 81.
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mesh. It is also obvious that the imperialists are, as a
result of this entanglement, draining Nigeria of its material
and financial resources.
It has been observed that once a territory had been
colonized, the established "economic forces": . . .
the international price, marketing, and financial systems
were by themselves sufficient to perpetuate and indeed
intensify the relationship of dominance and exploitation
between mother country and the colony. In these circum
stances , the colony could be granted formal political
independence without changing anything essential, and
without interfering too seriously with the interests which
had originally led to the conquest of the colony.1
In the case of Nigeria, as already shown, apart from
decentralizing the government, the entire colonial structural
arrangement was carefully preserved at independence; thus,
making the territory a particularly fertile ground for neo
colonialism. This then explains, at least in part, the con
tinuation of the old pattern of trade and relationship between
independent Nigeria and the imperialist centers.
Neo-colonial states as a rule, are governed by people
who derive the authority to remain in power "... from
their colonial masters ..." and therefore are obliged to
2
oppose change and to defend the interests of the masters.
In this regard, earlier indications of the nominal nature
of Nigeria's independence included the events that followed
the revelation of a secret Defense Pact between Nigeria and
^Harry Magdoff, Imperialism: From the Colonial Age to
the Present (New York: Monthly Review Press, 1978), p. 139.
2Kwame Nkrumah, Neo-Colonialism: The Last Stage of Im
perialism (New York: International Publishers, 1965), p. xv.
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Britain.
Shortly after independence, Chief Obafemi Awolowo,
federal leader of opposition disclosed "that Britain had for
ced Nigeria to sign a Defense Pact granting her the use of
bases, overflight rights, and tropical training facilities
. . . ."1 Awolowo's unrelenting opposition and negative
national reaction to the treaty forced its repeal in 1962.
But Awolowo was marked as a 'dangerous' man by "those in
command of the federal policy-making machinery." In that
same year, 1962, a political crisis in the Western region
involving Awolowo's party, the Action Group resulted in a
charge of treason against Awolowo, who was in the end senten
ced to prison for ten years.^ Evidence shows that the
charge of treason and the incarceration of Chief Awolowo were
all contrived by the Federal Government of Nigeria.4
Why was the Federal Government of Nigeria so unhappy
about the abrogation of a treaty that was of no benefit to
the people of Nigeria? Whose interest was the government
protecting by trying to keep the Nigerian public from know
ing about the treaty? Many reasons have been given for the
bloody end of the first independent government of Nigeria;
but, perhaps, the most convincing of these reasons is the
explanation that the government was destroyed by the frus-
1John M. Ostheimer, Nigerian Politics (London: Harper





tration that it created through its determined reactionary
attitude towards the people of Nigeria.
"The Pattern of Human Concerns attitude survey in
1962 found a 'a widespread feeling of injustice and unfair
ness in the working of the Nigerian system' . . . ."
In colonial days one area of conflict between Nigerian
workers and colonial administrators was the disparity in the
level and quality of life that existed between the former and
the latter; and the latter1s refusal to rectify the situa
tion.2 It was "hoped" and the politicians "promised" that
independence would bring equity. At independence, however,
the politicians replaced the colonialists and ignored the
worsening economic circumstances of the workers. As a result
of this indifference, "16,000 dock-workers" went on strike in
4
1963 demanding higher pay and improved working conditions.
On that occasion the Government tried to break the strike
by force. The police and the army were brought in, and ^
three strike pickets were beaten to death by the police.
The Morgan Commission ordered by the Government after
the 1963 strike later issued a report which . . .
exposed the poverty of the workers and the corruption, ex
travagance and feather-bedding in high places. It was,
1Ibid., p. 159.
2James S. Coleman, Nigeria: Background to Nationalism
(California: University of California Press, 1965), p. 258.
3John M. Ostheimer, Nigerian Politics (London: Harper
and Row Publishers, 1973), p. 54.
^Jack Woddis, New Theories of Revolution: A Commentary of
the Views Franz Fanon, Regis Debray and Herbert Marcuse (New
York: International Publishers, 1977), p. 153.
5Ibid.
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in effect, an indictment of the government's neglect of
the low wages of the workers; and it indirectly revealed
the Government's failure to do anything decisive about
the cheap labour system bequeathed to Nigeria by the
British colonial government.!
The Nigerians upon whom power devolved at the sec-
cession of British rule in Nigeria "... followed their
own desires . . .;" and these desires were compatible with
those of Britain and other imperialist states. For this
reason, there was no difference between the old colonial
government of Nigeria and the new one. Thus, Major Nzeogwu,
one of the leaders of the coup de' tat that ended Sir Balewa's
government, later declared: "Our purpose was to change our
country.'3 Considering the events that preceded the coup, it
seems logical to assume that by change, Nzeogwu meant putting
an end to neo-colonialism and establishing true independence.
On the 24th of May, 1966, General Ironsi, the new
head of state issued decree #34 declaring the adoption of a
centralized system of government.^ An unconfirmed story
alleges that immediately after the proclamation a group of
former British colonial officials permanently resident in
Nigeria, held secret meeting with several northern leaders.
The purpose of the meetings is said to have been to incite
the northerners to revolt against Ironsi's government by tell-
1Ibid., p. 154.
2John M. Ostheimer, Nigerian Politics (London: Harper




ing them that decree #34 was an Ibo led southern preparation
to subjugate the north. According to this allegation, the
riots in the north that took the lives of three thousand Ibos
and the subsequent killing of General Ironsi were all a con
sequence of those meetings. No literature on the Nigerian
crisis that this student is aware of confirms this story.
But it seems noteworthy that decree #8 proclaimed by Ironsi's
successor, General Gowon, an Housa from the middle belt:
went as far as Gowon and his supporters could possibly
go in the direction of regional power without corrod
ing all the remaining preservatives of unity.L
There is no attempt here to suggest by implication
or otherwise that the proclamation of decree #34 was neces
sarily a move against neo-colonialism. It is quite possible
that the move was indeed a southern attempt to wrest power
from the northerners with no intention of breaking with neo
colonialism. It is also within the realm of possibility that
the reinstitution of a unitary system of government repre
sented part of a plan to uproot neo-colonialism from Nigeria
and set a foundation designed to establish true independence.
However, the purpose of this paper is not to speculate on
what decree #34 would have meant to Nigeria. Decrees #34
and #8 are mentioned only because they were proclaimed after
the end of Balewa's neo-colonial government; and, therefore,
are relevant to the question, did neo-colonialism in Nigeria
end after the collapse of the Balewa government?
As already discussed, neo-colonial relationships be-
l-Ibid. , p. 67.
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tween Africa and the imperialist powers, depend, primarily,
on "those channels first established during the period of
formal colonial dominance." Therefore, the question ought
to be, did the army on assuming power close "those channels"
that sustained neo-colonialism under the Balewa regime? The
answer of course is in the negative.
Education is perhaps the most glaring manifestation
of neo-colonialism in Nigeria. Western education was intro
duced to Nigeria by European missionaries as part of the
christianizing crusade in the territory.2 The objective was
to educate the people of that land out of their "evil" ways
by Europeanizing them. Thus, emphasis was placed on sub
jects expected to plant and sustain European culture in
Nigeria. When this part of missionaries' activities later
came under the supervision of the British colonial govern
ment, its original aim and basic structure were preserved.
From the beginning Nigerians were attracted to educa
tion mainly because of its relevance to some degree of econo
mic security. By the 1950s formal education had become well
established as the surest and most dependable means by which
one's socio-economic status could be raised in Nigeria. This
intensified the race for academic titles among Nigerians.
Meanwhile, the content of education remained essentially what
1Giovanni Arrighi and John S. Saul, "Nationalism and
Revolution in Sub-Saharan Africa," Essays on the Political
Economy of Africa (New York: Monthly Review Press, 1973), p. 52
2 James S. Coleman, Nigeria: Background to Nationalism
(California: University of California Press, 1965), p. 114.
3Ibid.
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it was in the beginning. So that while Nigeria was preparing
for independence her schools were still teaching "European
and colonial wars of pacification, the evolution of the Bri
tish constitution and the growth of the British Empire." "In
literature, Shakespeare and the Bible held the stage."
At independence Nigeria inherited and maintained the
colonial system of education with its curriculum intact.
Later, the American educational approach was added to the Bri
tish heritage. Commenting on this situation, Ostheimer and
Lewis observe that:
Nigeria's universities, which developed after World War
II, 'are not Nigerian universities; they are British
and American universities where Nigerians can take good
degrees having international currency without knowing
anything about Nigeria.2
If one looks at education as an instrument of sociali
zation, Nigeria then becomes a British and American agent be
cause her schools are nothing more than centers for the pro
pagation of the values of America and Britain. What has
been erroneously termed, Nigerian education, does not serve
3
the needs of Nigeria.
Nigeria's delight in foreign educational systems is
also reflected by unjustified faith in foreign expert advice.
This practice works against Nigeria in two ways: (1) These
, p. 115.
2John M. Ostheimer, Nigerian Politics (London: Harper




advisers are often "... not sympathetic toward ..." the
real needs of Nigerians,^ (2) Nigerians are denied the oppor
tunity to learn through experience by managing their own af
fairs.
In 1979, Nigerian graduate students at Atlanta Univer
sity were informed that an official of Ahmadu Bello University,
a Nigerian university, would be in Atlanta to interview those
interested in working at Ahmadu Bello. May, 1979, the stu
dents assembled at a specified location in Atlanta to await
the official from Nigeria. At the appointed time Dr. Peter
Koehen, a white American arrived. He was the official from
Ahmadu Bello.
The point here is not that Dr. Koehen was a white
American man; nor does it matter that he worked for a Ni
gerian university. What should be noted is that it is in
conceivable that an American university would send a Nigerian
on its staff to interview American citizens abroad for em
ployment at home. That a publicly funded Nigerian university
can hire a foreigner to decide who among Nigerian citizens
is fit to work for the government of Nigeria demonstrates the
degree to which the imported educational system in Nigeria
has contributed to the growth of foreign influence in that
country.
Neo-colonialism has prospered under the army government
of Nigeria just as much, if not more, than it did under Sir
Abubakar Tafawa Balewa. As shown above, Nigeria continues
1Ibid., p. 146.
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to export raw materials to Britain and other western capi
talist countries in exchange for manufactured goods. Ameri
can business and influence have increased. The possession
of a diploma from a foreign school or from a school in
Nigeria based on foreign educational systems remains a con
dition that a citizen of Nigeria must meet in order to be
considered for a responsible position in Nigeria. "...
more expatriates work in Nigeria now than in 1960 . . . . "1
Harry Magdoff defines neo-colonialism as "the exis
tence of considerable foreign direction over a nominally in
dependent nation." This definition is in fact a perfect
2
description of the Nigerian situation.
SUMMARY
Britain imposed nominal independence on Nigeria through con
stitutional maneuvers that preserved her imperial authority
over the territory at its attainment of independence.
The Nigerians who succeeded British colonial officials
at independence were pro-British reactionaries. They retained
the colonial superstructure, protected British interests, and
encouraged the growth of United States influence in Nigeria.
Replacement of the pro-British government of Nigeria by
the army did not change the nominal nature of Nigeria's inde
pendence. As in colonial days, independent Nigeria remains de
pendent upon and subservient to Britain and other capitalist powers,
xIbid., p. 156.
^Harry Magdoff, Imperialism: From the Colonial Age to
the Present (New York: Monthly Review Press, 1978), p. 73.
CHAPTER II
NEO-COLONIALISM, A PRELUDE TO
TRUE INDEPENDENCE
The aim of this chapter is to verify the assumption
in the statement of the problem that neo-colonialism in Ni
geria is a stage in Nigeria's progress towards true inde
pendence .
Sources of data for this portion of the research in
clude personal interviews, direct observation, books, peri
odicals, and newspapers. As stated in the introductory chap
ter, the methodology will consist of logical reasoning part
of which will involve ideas advanced by Karl Marx, Engels
and Lenin. Some of the points to be covered are: neo-colon-
ial projects, beneficiaries of neo-colonialism in Nigeria,
educational opportunities and unemployment, and the poten
tial source of opposition to socialism in Nigeria.
As a neo-colonial state, Nigeria seeks to achieve
growth and development by the capitalist method and with
the help of capitalist foreign investors. But, since, as
explained by Magdoff, the only interest of investors is to
make profit and to see that their capital is secure, it
means that Nigeria can only engage in projects which guaran




therefore be those intended to "satisfy the desires of ...
those that have the money to buy."! Hence, one finds in
Nigeria, such undertakings as the Kainji dam, road and bridge
building, car assemblies, installation of modern telecommuni
cation system, importation of private motor cars, the build
ing of breweries, cement factories, improvement and expan
sion of harbors and airports.
This observation does not argue against modernization.
It merely seeks to point out that the priorities of Nigeria,
as dictated by neo-colonailism are not in the best interest
of Nigeria. These priorities intensify foreign exploitation
and domination. By concerning themselves strictly with pro
fit, they have forced Nigeria to ignore the real needs of
the majority of its people. The results are inequalities
and suffering.
In the old colonial era Nigeria was characterized by
contradictions, but since attaining nominal independence
these contradictions have become so apparent that no visitor
to the country can fail to notice them.
A Nigerian newspaper referred to "the new canal in
Lagos ... as the dividing line between two worlds."
On the one side is Marina Road and the rest of it with
affluent bungalows .... All the houses are fenced
with guard dog in attendance as well as a nice car in
the car port. Contrast this with Ajegunle which is on the
opposite bank of the canal . . . low, miserable unpainted
buildings shimmer in the sun, with heaps of refuse a
machbre decoration in front of most of them .... Aje-
1Ibid., p. 226.
2Banji Adeyanju, "Wretched of the Earth," Nigerian
Statesman, October 19, 1979, p. 7.
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gunle is full of incongruities and irriconcilables . . .
a brand new Volvo car parked in smelly mud; ... a
school boy in spanking white uniform drawing well water
from near a refuse heap ... a palatial building set
beside a hovel made of planking.l
It could be argued that industrial backwardness and
rapid population growth rather than the capitalist approach
to growth and development are to blame for uneven distribu
tion of wealth in Nigeria. As Nigeria becomes more indus
trialized the gap between the rich and the poor should narrow.
History does not support this argument. The capitalist cen
ters have been able to maintain capitalism only through vi
gorous exploitation of weak regions of the world. "Brazil"
which "has been successful in taking a significant step for
ward in industrialization ..." with capitalists' help has
done so at the expense of agriculture and the masses. As a
result of adopting the capitalists path to industrialization,
"the real wages of the working class have declined and the
backward agricultural regions have remained stagnant and po
verty striken."^
As stated earlier, goods and services in Nigeria are
produced with a particular segment of the population in mind.
Whether the general population increases or decreases, mem
bers of the specified segment of the population remain the
sole beneficiaries of these goods and services.
In seeking to maintain a way of life decreed by neo
colonialism, many among the privileged have added to the
ilbid.
2Harry Magdoff, Imperialism: From the Colonial Age to
the Present (New York: Monthly Review Press, 1978), p. 226.
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suffering of the underprivileged through greed and thought
lessness. "In 1963, the Nigerian Medical Association" for
ced the legislators to give up "the Lagos Health Services
Bill, which would have set up eleven health centers for
free treatment in Nigeria's capital city."
While the government does not seem able to provide
the great number of people in the hinterlands with such an
essential thing as water, embezzlement of large sums of pu
blic funds remains a frequent occurrence. Nigeria is at
present awaiting the findings of Coopers and Lybrand, an
American accounting firm hired by the military government
to audit the Nigerian National Petroleum Corporation in con-
2
nection with an accounting discrepancy involving $5 billion.
The cost of the audit has not been disclosed.
"Nigerian leaders" declare that "disease" and poor
nutrition are "their country's major development crises."-5
The same leaders connive at 'graft and corruption' which makes
it difficult for the poor to recieve medical care as "doctors"
join in "demanding bribes."^ These leaders also fail to see
the contradiction in expressing concern about national health
ijohn M. Ostheimer, Nigerian Politics (London: Harper
and Row Publishers, 1973), p. 111.
^News Item in the Atlanta Constitution, October 11,
1979. .
3John M. Ostheimer, Nigerian Politics (London: Harper
and Row Publishers, 1973), p. 157.
4-Colin Legum (ed.), Africa Contemporary Record: Annual
Survey and Documents 1972-73 (New York: Africana Publishing
Company, 1973), p.
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while promoting alcoholism and tobacco addiction by permitting
the production and advertisement of alcohol and tobacco pro
ducts. An article in a Nigerian newspaper observes that in
Nigeria:
Alcoholism has increased fifty per cent in the last nine
years; liquor advertisers spend millions of naira in an
endeavour to induce more people to drink. About fifty
per cent of all divorce cases result from alcohol ....
Many Nigerians . . . die ... of lung cancer caused
largely by cigarette smoking.!
However, it must be pointed out that the sincerity of
Nigerian leaders and the honesty of others in positions of
power and responsibility in Nigeria are not the issue here;
nor is drinking or smoking the concern of this paper. The
arguments are: (1) that the socio-economic purposes of Nigeria
are ordered by imperialist forces; (2) that these purposes
benefit the imperialists and the privileged in Nigeria; and
(3) that the masses receive no benefits from these purposes.
The Nigerian Federal Government recently announced
the award of "a ^38 million contract for the construction
of a port complex at Onne near Port Harcourt in the Rivers
State."2 "The Federal Office of Statistics is" also "to pur
chase a new computer for data processing."-* "The instrument"
is "estimated at over 4#1 million . . . . "^
Commenting on the practice of importing advanced tech
nology by backward nations, Magdoff observes that:
William Obirisianwe, "Gospel of Good Health," Nigerian
Statesman 19 October 1979, p. 10.




Nowadays in the advanced countries progress is tied to
innovations in physics and chemistry under the leadership
of highly trained scientist and engineers. These special
ists have become a kind of priesthood, worshipped and re
spected by the rest of society. And when an industrially
backward country imports modern technology, it must also
import, the priesthood and join in paying it homage. Such
a country is then caught in a trap . . . .1
Peugeot, a French car manufacturing company built an
assembly plant in northern Nigeria (1972-1974) in partnership
with Nigeria. At about the same time another plant was built
in Lagos with Volkswagen of West Germany as a partner at a
cost of #10.6 million. A third contract was with British
Leyland at a cost of#30 million. All of these plants to
gether were expected to "produce more than 18,000 vehicles a
year."^ Meanwhile, from 1971 through 1974 Nigeria imported
a total of 125,000 cars.5 "A recent U.S. trade mission" has
"uncovered numerous opportunities for sales of vehicle repair
and maintenance equipment."6 Hertz and Avis Rent-A-Car are
well established in Nigeria's major cities.
1-Harry Magdoff, Imperialism: From the Colonial Age to
the Present (New York: Monthly Review Press, 1978), p. 230.
2News item in the Nigerian Statesman, 18 October 1979.
3Kofi C. Uba, "Road Hazards," Nigerian Statesman 18
October 1979, p. 10.
4Ibid.
5Ibid.
"American Embassy Lagos, Foreign Economic Trends and
Their Implications for the U.S. (Washington: U.S. Government
Printing Office, 1979), p. 14.
^Harold R. Zassenhaus, Overseas Business Reports
(Washington: United States Government Printing Office, 1979)
p. 23.
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In 1964 the Morgan Commission disclosed:
that car allowances to civil servants . . . amounted to
no less than <af4,300,000 in the previous three years
while domiciliary allowances . . . cost jf1,200,000.
Higher civil servants were paying very little for their
luxurious apartments. Which were mainly being subsi
dized by the Government.1
The following report shows, again, how irrelevant the
priorities of Nigeria are to the needs of the majority of its
people:
A shanty town at Bar Beach Victoria Island, Lagos was
demolished by the State Government .... Its . . .
3,000 inhabitants were declared squatters and evicted.
Among the building demolished were two schools serving
600 pupils. The shanty town . . . was situated on land
suitable for superior building development.2
Since the end of British rule in Nigeria leaders like
chief Awolowo and others have worked hard to improve educa
tional opportunities for the youth of Nigeria; but most of
these youths have been unable to find jobs on graduating from
school. Many "from rural areas" migrate to "the cities" in
search of employment only to "join the crowds of unemployed."
President Shehu Shagari; leader of the new civilian government
has "ear-marked#50 million towards the execution of ... free
educational programme during the current academic session."
"Unemployment" however, remains a continuing "critical pro
blem."'
Ijack Woddis, New Theories of Revolution: A Commentary
on the Views of Franz Fanori, Regis Debray and Herbert Marcuse
(New York: International Publishers, 1977), p. 156.
Colin Legum (ed.), Africa Contemporary Record: Annual
Survey and Documents 1972-73 (New York: Africana Publishing Co.
1973), p. B699.
-'News item in the Nigeriah Statesman, 19 October 1979.
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One of the fundamental assumptions of this study is
that Nigeria will attain true independence through a social
ist revolution.
The questions then are: (1) what is the connection be
tween true independence and the suffering of the masses in
Nigeria? (2) 'how would a socialist revolution remedy the sit
uation in Nigeria? (3) what are the conditions that must exist
in a country before a socialist revolution can occur? (4) do
these conditions exist in Nigeria?
The connection between real freedom and the plight of
the majority in Nigeria lies in the difference between neo
colonialism and socialism. Whereas neo-colonialism is com
mitted to the exploitation and oppression of the people of
Nigeria, "the first and paramount priority" of a truly in
dependent socialist Nigeria would be "meeting the food, cloth
ing, housing, medical, educational, and cultural needs of all
the people" of Nigeria.
To appreciate the manner in which a socialist revolution
can impact upon a society which is an extension of the capi
talist system and therefore exhibits the inequities which
characterize capitalist societies, the meaning and objective
a socialist revolution should be clearly understood. There
fore, the best answer to the second question is to define a
socialist revolution and explain its purpose.
A socialist revolution means "the transfer of state power
from the hands of the capitalist class into the hands of the
■*-Harry Magdoff, Imperialism: From the Colonial Age to
the Present (New York: Monthly Review Press, 1978), p. 227.
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working class and its allies."1 When this happens all of
the following instruments of power come under the control
of the working class:
the armed forces, the police, security, judiciary, pri
sons, government departments and ministries, economic
institutions of the State, the mass media . . . ."2
The purpose of a socialist revolution is to use these
instruments for the protection of the interests of the ma
jority. Oppressive socio-economic conditions in a country are
no indication that such a country is ready for a socialist
revolution. The initial function of oppression is to sensi
tize the victims to the fact of injustice in their society;
thus, readying them for cooperation with potential libera
tors. According to Lenin, the conditions which guarantee
the occurrence of a revolution consist of the following:
... the inability of the ruling class to continue to
rule in the old way, the unwillingness of the people
to continue living in the old way, and the readiness of
the majority of the politically active workers to die in
order to change their conditions.3
There is no indication that these conditions exist in Nigeria.
If, in spite of evidence to the contrary, one were to
assume that revolutionary conditions do exist in Nigeria, it
still would be inaccurate to conclude that the existence of
such conditions would necessarily lead to a successful so-
ijack Woddis, New Theories of Revolution: A Commentary
on the Views of Franz Fanon, Regis Debray and Herbert Marcuse




cialist revolution in the country.
A socialist revolution is a "movement of millions."^-
It can be violent but violence is not its aim. It may in
volve a prolonged struggle manifesting in different forms.
Thus revolutionaries must be "patient and self-sacrificing."
But for the movement to succeed:
there must be a leading force, a revolutionary organi
zation, capable of understanding what has to be done,
capable of planning and organizing its own forces, and
capable of inspiring and leading the people.3
An effective "political, ideological work" represents
an important aspect of good leadership in a revolution."
In unstructured interviews conducted in Nigeria be
tween September 15, 1976 and April 15, 1977, 75 percent of a
sample of 500 of the poor in Nigeria felt that their rulers
were unjust. The interviews took place in all three regions
of the country; the exact locations being Azumini, Uyo, Eket,
Oron, Port Harcourt, Calabar, Ibadan, Aba, Lagos, and Kano.
Direct observations made between April 18, 1977 and April 27,
1978 suggest that the poor in Nigeria are bitter about their
socio-economic circumstances.
On the basis of these interviews and observations, it
seems justifiable to conclude that the poor, that is, the
majority, the oppressed in Nigeria are keenly aware that






Nigeria are poor; and therefore are among the oppressed. Al
though wage workers in Nigeria cannot be considered a class
in the sense that workers in industrialized capitalist coun
tries are, their relationship to the exploiting group, the
capitalists, is the same as the relationship between the
workers and the capitalists at the centers of capitalism.
Therefore, with the cooperation of the peasants, Nigerian wage
workers could play the historic role that workers elsewhere
have played in socialist revolutions. African peasants
are those whose ultimate security and subsistence lies
in their having certain rights in land and in the labor
of family members on the land, but who are involved,
through rights and obligations, in a wider economic
system which includes the participation of non-peasants.
Having determined that there exists in Nigeria oppres
sion caused by neo-colonialism, and, that the victims of this
oppression among whom are the workers, object to the situa
tion, it becomes necessary to raise the question, do poten
tial revolutionary organizations that can arouse and educate
the oppressed into the realization of their historic role as
a revolutionary force exist in Nigeria? The answer to this
Question is yes and no.
The Nigerian Trade Union Congress which consists of
over 70 member unions could, depending on leadership, serve
as an instrument of revolution. The N.T.U.C. demonstrated
its potential power in 1945 when by means of a general strike
that lasted "thirty seven days" it halted all essential ser-
Ijohn S. Saul and Roger Woods, "African Peasantries,"
Essays on the Political Economy of Africa (New York: Monthly
Review Press, 1973), p. 407.
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vices including those "indispensable to the economic and ad
ministrative life of the country;" and "shocked both Europeans
and African into the realization that Nigerians, when organi
zed had great power . . . . "1
The general strike of 1945 which
had the strong support of Azikiwe and his press, . . .
was the first and most successful step in his post war
effort to politicise the labor movement and link it to
the nationalist movement . . . the strike served as a
dramatic opening of a new nationalist era.2
In 1963, the Nigerian Trades Union Congress, the United
Labor Congress, and the United Workers Council jointly forced
the Balewa government to change its position over wage in-
crease. It has been argued that the general strike of 1964
contributed to the fall of Sir Balewa's government because it
"exposed" its members as "the most reactionary ruling circles,"
and "intensified popular feeling against them . . . . "^ How
ever it is important to point out that since Nigeria became
nominally independent, the only basis for unity among Nigerian
workers has been their common concern about better pay. When
it comes to political issues, tribal loyalties keep them apart.
In 1964, labor leaders were supremely successful in organi
zing a national strike, but when they attempted to mold
labor solidarity into support for a national 'labor party1
James S. Coleman, Nigeria: Background to Nationalism
(California: University of California Press, 1965), p. 259.
2Ibid.
o
Jack Woddis, New Theories of Revolution: A Commentary
on the Views of Franz Fanon, Regis Debray and Herbert Marcuse
(New York: International Publishers, 1977), pp. 153-155.
4Ibid., p. 157.
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workers withdrew their allegiance.
Schatzl's observation regarding this phenomenon is more
plainly put, albeit in polite language:
When it came to questions of the pocketbook to questions
of salary and conditions of service . . . Nigerian work
ers held much in common irrespective of their diverse
communal attachments .... But when it came to the
election of parliamentary candidates in 1964, their
communal identities were 'triggered' once again ....
The moment the strike was concluded, the lines of poli
tical cleavage within the nation were redrawn, socio-
economic identities once again being subordinated to the
communal identities of region and nationality.2
"Communal attachments" and "communal identities" in
the context of their usage here can mean nothing other than
tribal loyalty.
As shown in chapter one, mutual distrust among language
groups in Nigeria has always been an obstacle to unity among
Nigerians. Therefore, its potential limiting impact on the
country's trades union as educational agencies in regards
to socialism cannot be ignored.
Nigeria's only socialist organization, the Socialist
3
Workers' and Farmers' Party, has not been active since 1965.
In the absence of an established organic structure designed
to educate Nigerians regarding socialism, in the face of per
sistent tribalism and "the lack of people's will to sacrifice,'
it would be logical to conclude that a socialist revolution
1John M. Ostheimer, Nigerian Politics (London: Harper
and Row Publishers, 1973), p. 109.
2Ibid.
^Colin Legum (ed.), Africa Contemporary Record: Annual
Survey and Documents 1972-73 (New York: Africana Publishing
Company, 1973), p. B700.
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is unlikely to occur in Nigeria within the foreseeable future.
But, to do this would be to ignore the lessons of history.
Colonialism and neo-colonialism once flourished in Cuba. The
peoples of the Soviet Union and the Peoples' Republic of China
were once ignorant of socialism. Just thirty years ago Great
Britain was firmly established as a colonial power in Nigeria.
When Nigeria became nominally independent in 1960, no one in
the country made a favorable public statement about socialism.
Today, some Nigerians are speaking out about the desirability
of the socialist system in their country. Dr. Tunji Otegbeye,
Wahab Goodluck and Samuel Bassey are well known advocates of
Socialism in Nigeria. The "economic and social vocabulary
of Chief Awolowo "is socialist . . . ."3 "Lekan Balogun"
and "many" other "Nigerian social scientist advocate uncom
promising socialism . . . . "^ "These intellectuals have had
enough of tribalism and its effects, and are vocal enough to
command an audience."5
With increasing unemployment and the complete absence
of any form of government aid to the poor and the unemployed,
the possibility of mass support for advocates of socialism
1John M. Ostheimer, Nigerian Politics (London: Harper
and Row Publishers, 1973), p. 160.
2Colin Legum (ed.), Africa Contemporary Record; Annual
Survey and Documents 1972-73 (New York: Africana Publishing
Co., 1973), p. B700.
3John M. Ostheimer, Nigerian Politics (London: Harper
and Row Publishers, 1973), p. 139.
4Ibid., p. 140.
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cannot be ruled out. Lloyed Free is essentially in agreement
with this position. His observation follows:
CsD hould a feeling of collective frustration and pessi
mism develop about the national front, it might spill
over into a mood of individual frustration, pessimism and
despair at the personal level. This, in turn, might make
radical political appeals much more attractive to the
Nigerian people than they are now.l
In view of the imperialists' historical attitude to
wards victims of neo-colonialism who attempt to repudiate the
system, in view of the history of imperialism in black Africa,
any consideration of socialism for a country like Nigeria
should take into account, not only the possibility of im
perialist intervention, but also the likelihood of such inter
vention being unprecedented in its determination and vicious-
ness .
According to Harry Magdoff, "imperialist strategy for
the Third World falls into two main categories:"
first stabilization of those political arrangements
which most reliably, under the given conditions, guarantee
continuation of the capitalist property system;and second,
control and influence over economic development with a
view to assuring dependency upon, and integration with,
the trade and investment network of the imperialist sec
tor of the world.3
The first part of this strategy has been so successful
in Nigeria that it seems unlikely that the imperialists would
have any difficulty finding substantial support within the
country, if neo-colonialism were to be seriously threatened
1Ibid., p. 140.
2Harry Magdoff, Imperialism: From the Colonial Age to
the Present (New York: Monthly Review Press, 1978), p. 151.
3Ibid.
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there. The capitalist property system is well established
in Nigeria; and it would not be surprising to find wealthy
Nigerians siding with imperialist forces against the imple
mentation of any idea that infringed upon the right to hoard.
History suggests that the imperialist forces are ter
rified of the idea of real independence and power for black
men. In 1920, members of the National Congress of British
West Africa representing Nigeria, the Gold Coast (Ghana),
Sierra Leone, and Gambia petitioned the British Government
to create a West African Nation consisting of the four ter
ritories represented, and to structure the government of the
proposed nation in such a way as to include the full parti
cipation of Africans. The governors of these territories
were all against the idea, and the petition was of course
"rejected."2
The Governor of Nigeria was so upset by the proposal
that "in his . . . address to the Nigerian Council . . ."he
"ridiculed the leaders of the congress ..." and contempt
uously rejected the idea of seeking to implement in Africa,
"... political theories evolved by Europeans ..." for
3
Europeans.
As has been shown, even after Britain had indicated
her willingness to grant Nigeria independence, she was un
prepared to hand over power to Nigerians who might refuse to
•'■James S. Coleman, Nigeria: Background to Nationalism




co-operate with her plan to retain authority in independent
Nigeria.
The above observations suggest that a socialist re
volution in Nigeria might encounter an unusually determined
opposition because of the historical imperialist hostility
to any development that might enable black people to exercise
real power.
It could, of course, be argued that, the fact that
Britain granted Nigeria independence at all, suggests that
the instances cited as constituting a pattern of imperialist
attitude were nothing more than a reflection of the level of
perception of the British officials of that time. If Britain
had chosen to remain in Nigeria against the wish of Nigeria
she could have done so since Nigerians were not in a position
to physically force her to withdraw.
This argument would perhaps be valid (1) if the in
stances cited were the only examples of imperialist opposi
tion to black power; (2) if British officials of that time
were the only imperialist agents displaying that attitude;
(3) if Nigerians were the only people in the world at that
time objecting to colonialism; (4) if the United States of
America had no design of her own in connection with the co
lonies; and (5) if Britain on declaring Nigeria independent,
had simply withdrawn without attempting to influence the sub
sequent course of events in the country.
Perhaps, out of fear of retaliation for centuries of in
justice, or perhaps out of habit resulting from years of prac-
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tice, imperialists' hostility to any form of black self asser
tion, or, any recognition of, or power to individuals or
groups of blacks, has come to be automatic. In the 60s the
U.S. authorities moved speedily to put the Black Panthers
(an organization formed by black Americans) out of existence.
Since that organization advocated violence, the authorities
were justified, in fact, duty bound to liquidate it. But the
U.S. authorities are yet to explain why the Ku Klux Klan, a
white organization founded shortly after the American Civil
War and dedicated to hate, violence and terriorism has contin
ued to flourish.2 Great Britain is yet to explain to the world
why she dispatched troops to restore her power in rebellious
Anguilla in 1969 while acquiescing in the case of Zimbabwe
(Rhodesia) 1966.3 History shows that the imperialists' atti
tude towards the black race has always been consistent with
the declaration that ' . . . the Rights of Man was not written
for the blacks . . . .'* A socialist revolution in Nigeria
would represent a statement by millions of black people claim
ing the rights and privileges enjoyed by free people all over
the world. To believe that imperialism would not object to
such a claim would amount to disregarding the facts of history.
1Frank Church, Supplementary Detail Staff Reports On
Intelligence Activity and the Rights of Americans (Washington
D.C.: Government Printing Office, iy76), pp. 18/-188.
2Collier's Encyclopedia, 1976 ed., S.V. "Ku Klux Klan
(KKK) ,"
3Colin Richards (ed.), The Caribean Yearbook 1977-1978
(Toronto: Caribook Ltd., 1977), p. 3.
4Rene Dumont, False Start in Africa (New York: Frederick
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About reasons for the end of British colonial rule
in Nigeria, Britain was in fact forced, along with other
European colonial powers to withdraw from their territories
around the world. After the Seocnd World War these nations
were simply not in a position to hold on to the colonies.
Harry Magdoff explains why:
. . .revolutions, mass rebellion, and the threat of revo
lution, the fear of further enlargement of the socialist
world, and the manuevering of the United States to gain a
presence in the colonial perserves of other empires these
all paved the way for the decline of colonialism after
World War II.1
What is the connection between the prospect of a so
cialist revolution occurring in Nigeria and the historical
imperialists' attitude toward freedom for black people? If
as suggested by Akhmed Iskenderov the "main aim" of imperial
ism in Africa "is to preserve and strengthen the last outposts
of colonialism and racialism in the southern part of the con
tinent," for the imperialists to permit socialism to succeed
in Nigeria would mean allowing the setting of an example that
o
was potentially dangerous to their aim.
The success of socialism in Nigeria would mean the be
ginning of true independence for over 66 million blacks. It
would provide a basis for the building of black power; and
would most probably constitute an irresistable example for
other oppressed territories in the continent. Such a develop-
A. Praeger Publishers, 1969), p. 37.
^arry Magdoff, Imperialism: From the Colonial Age to
the Present (New York: Monthly Review Press, 1978), p. 139.
2A. Iskenderov, Africa: Politics, Economy and Ideology
(Moscow: Progress Publishers, 1973), p. 13.
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ment would make it difficult for imperialism to achieve its
objective in Africa.
According to Iskenderov, "the imperialists . . . have
set themselves the task of checking the development of ...
African revolution . . . . The methods by which the task is
to be accomplished include "waging wars, formenting counter-
2
revolution, bribing officials . . . .
One development in Nigeria under Yakubu Gowon was a
"renewed interest in African affairs."3 As Nigeria's head of
state, General Gowon traveled mostly within Africa. He pro
moted the concept of "negritude and African personality" as
well as "black arts and culture." Gowon also established a
research center in honor of Franz Fanon and "charged" its di
rector "with a" 'total commitment to the emancipation of the
black men all over the world from neo-colonial mentality.'
"At the June 1971 OAU Summit Conference, Gowon argued
for a 3-year time table of action" aimed at "freeing ... at
least one remaining colonial territory." The Nigerian army
under Gowon's leadership examined the "feasibility of an Afri
can joint high command," a pan African military arrangement
designed to deal with "such attacks as occurred in Guinea in
2 Harry Magdoff , Imperialism: From the Colonial Age to
the Present (New York: Monthly Review Press, 1978), p. 151.
3John M. Ostheimer, Nigerian Politics (London: Harper





It has been alleged without documentation, that General
Gowon's fall from power was engineered by the imperialist for
ces in reaction to his pro-African posture in foreign policy.
The imperialists are now said to be planning "to destabilize
Nigeria" in order to prevent it from "becoming strong unified
and capable of implementing ambitious development programmes."
As has been shown, revolutionary conditions do not
exist in Nigeria; but in the face of growing unemployment,
rising discontent, and frequent public discussion of socialism
as an alternative to the existing system, a socialist revolu
tion in Nigeria remains a possibility. However, in view of
the possible nature of opposition that such a development in
Nigeria could encounter, it would be impossible to predict its
fate.
If Nigeria experiences a socialist revolution in the
future, it will do so fundamentally because of the raising
of Nigerians' social consciousness by circumstances arising
from neo-colonialism. If the socialist revolution succeeds,
then neo-colonialism in Nigeria will have been a useful ex
perience, a stage in Nigeria's progress towards true inde
pendence. This study has discovered no clear indication that
the occurrence of a socialist revolution in Nigeria is certain.
Therefore neo-colonialism in the country is nothing other than
a post colonial form of imperialists' domination and exploitation.
2 Idem "Nato Plots to Distabilize Nigeria," West Africa
11 June 1979, p. 1049
CONCLUSION
The introductory chapter states the aim and the significance
of this study. It contains the sources of data, a brief dis
cussion of the theoretical framework, and, an explanation of
the methodology. On the whole this chapter represents an
attempt to give a clear idea of the nature and purpose of this
research. The entire paper is organized in such a way as to
make the relationship between its various parts immediately
apparent to the reader.
British interests in colonial Nigeria consisted of
Nigeria's raw materials and the outlet for manufactured goods
that the colony provided. Britain originally intended to pro
tect these interests by maintaining her colonial presence in
the territory indefinitely. Accordingly, the colonial govern
ment was designed to ensure absolute British control of the
territory. The government was a centralized system with many
units strategically located throughout the country. The policy
of racial discrimination against the native inhabitants of Ni
geria was vigorously pursued and defended as essential for
peaceful colonial administration and the perpetuation of im
perial rule." Protest against British oppression served only
to provoke more determined mistreatment. After the second
World War Nigerians no longer sought fairness and justice
under British rule; they were now demanding an end to colonial-
85
86
ism in their country. The movement against British colonial
presence in Nigeria was organized and led by Western educated
Nigerians who knew from personal experience that the word
justice meant nothing to the capitalist world when applied
to the black man. These leaders hated the capitalists and
made no secret of it. Britain reacted to this development by
outlawing racial discrimination in Nigeria. "British officials
in Nigeria were under pressure to adopt an entirely new atti
tude toward educated Africans." However, the idea of British
withdrawal from Nigeria was considered "inconceivable" and
the British officials were "determined to oppose its develop
ment." Those in opposition were equally determined to pursue
their objective.
When it finally became apparent to Britain that her
withdrawal from Nigeria was inevitable and she accepted the
idea of independence for Nigeria, she did not abandon her
commitment to protecting her interests in the territory. The
British strategy for exercising power in Nigeria after the
end of direct colonial rule consisted of a plan to install
in independent Nigeria, a puppet government headed by Ni
gerians loyal to Britain. But under the existing system of
government, it was certain that only the anti-capitalists
Western educated Nigerians would come to power at indepen
dence; and the British authorities knew that to this group
of Nigerians independence meant complete and unconditional
cessation of all forms of direct and indirect colonial ac
tivities in their country.
This obstacle to British plan was circumvented by in-
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troducing new constitutional enactments that replaced the
existing centralized system of government with regionalism.
The immediate impact of this maneuver was regionalization of
nationalism. In the end Nigeria was granted independence as
a confederation under the leadership of pro-capitalist reac
tionary Nigerians through whom British influence was maintain
ed in the country. This development made Nigeria a nominally
independent or neo-colonial state. The subsequent joining of
Britain by the United States of America and other capitalist
countries in exploiting Nigeria provided a firm basis for the
grip of neo-colonialism on the country today.
Neo-colonialism is sometimes called 'financial colo
nialism1 because one of the most powerful methods of neo-
colonizing a country is through financial loans and invest
ment. "During the first World War" the United States of
America was able to take over the ownership of Liberian rubber
business and also to exercise "full control of Liberia's fi
nances" through an 1871 British loan of ,#27,000.
While it is difficult to predict what will ultimately
happen in Nigeria as a result of the hundreds of millions of
dollars flowing into the country as loans and investment from
the capitalist world, it is easy to see that this financial
involvement with the capitalists has forced Nigeria to disre
gard the needs of the majority of its people. The only in
terest of the captialists are profit and security for their
capital. Therefore their preferred projects are those aimed
at providing goods and services for those who have the money
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to spend. Thus one finds Nigeria engaged in the production
of television sets, radiograms, changers, private motor cars,
and other consumer goods in partnership with the capitalists.
Only a tiny fraction of the country's population can afford
these things. It is for this tiny fraction, and for the be
nefit of the imperialist investors who are making huge pro
fits, that Nigeria spends billions of dollars on extensive
road building, installation of a modern telecommunication
system, breweries, cement factories and unmanageable hydro
electric dams.
This approach to modernization has divided Nigerians
into two groups. One group comprises the privileged few with
money to spend on the capitalist dictated goods and services.
The other group is made up of the masses, the majority who
because of poverty and lack of jobs cannot avail themselves
of the goods and services available. In cities members of
this group dwell in slums. They are the primary inhabitants
of the hinterland where there are no paved roads, no electri
city, no hospitals, and no reliable source of water supply.
Interviews and observation made in Nigeria between September
15, 1976 and April 17, 1978 provide a basis for the conclusion
that the poor in the country are bitter about the disparity in
the quality of life between them and the privileged.
This bitterness by the majority of the people of Nigeria
represents potential revolutionary energy; and, since one of
the fundamental assumptions of this study is that Nigeria will
attain true independence through a socialist revolution, it
would seem logical to conclude that Nigeria is ready for a re-
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volution. Such a conclusion would not be valid because this
bitterness by itself cannot start and sustain a revolution.
In addition to this, those conditions which, according to Le
nin, must be present in a country before a revolution can take
place, do not exist in Nigeria. Again, although there is in
the country some sentiment in favor of socialism, there is no
established organic structure designed to educate Nigerians
regarding socialism. It could therefore be concluded that a
socialist revolution is unlikely to occur in Nigeria within the
foreseeable future. However, history suggests that the condi
tions necessary for a revolution to occur could come into exist
ence in Nigeria. Therefore the possibility of a socialist re
volution occurring in the country cannot be discounted.
But, as argued in the preceding chapter, since such a
development, if successful, would mean power for over 66 mil
lion black people, and since the imperialists have a long
history of opposition to black power, it is logical to con
clude that a socialist revolution in Nigeria would encounter
a very determined imperialist opposition. Nevertheless, if
events connected with unacceptable conditions created by neo
colonialism spark a socialist revolution in Nigeria; and, if
inspite of opposition such a revolution succeeds, then the
current neo-colonial status of Nigeria will have been a stage
in the country's progress towards true independence.
This study, however, gives no indication that the oc
currence of a socialist revolution in Nigeria is certain.
Therefore neo-colonialism in Nigeria remains a continuation
of the imperialist oppression that began with old colonialism.
APPENDIX
AMERICAN FIRMS OPERATING
IN NIGERIA (AS OF 1975)
American Overseas Petroleum, Ltd..
380 Madison Avenue
New York, NY 10017





Baker Oil Tools, Inc.
7400 East Slauson Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90040





Bank of America Center

















Ijora, Caseway, P.O. Box 18181
Lagos, Nigeria
(Insurance agency)
Chase Intl. Investment Corp.
1 Chase Manhattan Plaza
New York, NY 10005






The Chase Manhattan Bank, N.A.
1 Chase Manhattan PI.
New York, NY 10005





New York, NY 10017
Chesebrough Pond's Intl.










Dalamal & Sons^ Inc.
107 Franklin Street
New York, NY 10013
Allied Trading Co., Ltd.











New York, NY 10005





1251 Avenue of the Americas
New York, NY 10020
Esso West Africa, Inc.




















Foremost Dairies (Nigeria), Ltd.
P.O. Box 367
Mushin, Nigeria
SAMCO, P.O. Box 367, Mushin, Nigeria
(Dairy products, etc.)
Franklin Book Programs, Inc.
801 Second Avenue












Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company





















IBM World Trade Corporation
821 United Nations Plaza
New York, NY 10017
IBM World Trade Corp.,
Barclays Bank, P.O. 1083, Broad Street
Lagos, Nigeria
(Computer machines and equipment)
Ingersoil-Rand Company
200 Chestnut Ridge Rd.




(Rock drills, pumps, air tools, etc.)
International Harvester Company
401 North Michigan Avenue
Chicago, IL 60611
Intl. Harvester Export Co.
4 Commercial Road, P.O. Box 388
Apapa, Nigeria








(Technical installation and building)
Kerr-McGee Corporation
Kerr-McGee Building
Oklahoma City, OK 73102




Eli Lilly Intl., Corp.
301 East McCarty Street
Indianapolis, IN 46206





Arthur D. Little, Inc.
25 Acorn Park
Cambridge, MA 02140












150 East 42nd Street
New York, NY 10017






40 West 40th Street





The National Cash Register Company
Main & K Streets
Dayton, OH 45409




(Registers and other office equipment)
North American African Corp.
120 East 41st Street
New York, NY 10017







New York, NY 10022











Pan-American World Airways, Inc.
Pan Am Building
New York, NY 10017




Chas. Pfizer & Co. , Inc.
235 East 42nd Street







New York, NY 10017
Kwara Tobacco Co., Ltd.
Llorin, Nigeria
(Tobacco products)
Price Waterhouse & Company
1251 Avenue of the Americas
New York, NY 10036






New York, NY 10004
Radio Crop, of America
P.O. Box 913
Lagos, Nigeria
(Radio equipment and technical installations,
etc.)
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Rexall Drug & Chemical Company
8480 Beverly Blvd.






(See BP Oil Corp.)
650 Fifth Ave.






New York, NY 10020
Singer Co.
26 Jebba Street, West E.B.
P.O. Box 3000
Lagos, Nigeria

















135 East 42nd Street











c/o ICI 24 Commercial Road, P.O. Box 1004
Apapa, Nigeria (Pharmaceuticals, etc.)
Utah Construction & Mining Company
550 California St.
San Francisco, CA 94104











Westinghouse Electric Intl. Corp.
200 Park Avenue
New York, NY 10017
Westinghouse Electric Intl., S.A.
25 Broad Street, P.M.B. 2218
Lagos, Nigeria
(Electrical contractors, appliances, etc.)
Williams Brothers Company






Source: Juvenal L. Angel (ed.), The Directory
of American Firms Operating in Foreign Countries Eighth
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